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union of the church and state, the Transvolga Elders demanded
their complete separation and mutual independence. It was of no
avail for the Prince to seek counsel of the monks, those "ghosts"
dead to the world, but neither should the church "stand in awe of
the authority"; it was pledged to uphold the truth, for "prelacy was
above any state," and a secular sovereign could not judge of spiritual
questions. They were those of individual conscience, therefore a
secular power could not punish for the holding of religious beliefs.
In contrast to the Josephites, who invoked the Holy Inquisition and
insisted upon the execution of heretics, Nilus asserted that "to
judge either the just or the culpable and to banish or incarcerate
them was no concern of the church; it should only try to influence
with persuasion and prayer."
The ethical teachings of the Transvolga Elders were also imbued
with the spirit of inner Christianity. Neither the magnificence of
the church, nor the priceless sacerdotal vestments and icons, nor the
harmony of the chant form the substance of religion, but the inner
regulation of the soul, "work of the spirit." The Christian ascetics
must not live at the expense of other people, but have to subsist by
their own labor. Therefore the monasteries cannot own property,
the monks must be "non-covetous," and their possessions, in ac-
cordance with the commandment in the Gospel, should be dis-
tributed among the poor. Neither did the Transvolga Elders believe
in the "new saints" canonized by the ecclesiastical councils of
1547-49-
For Russia of the sixteenth century all these views, even in their
most temperate form, were too premature. The ideas, of criticism,
tolerance, and inner spiritual Christianity were beyond the under-
standing of its people. This alone was enough to doom the move-
ment of the "Non-covetous" to failure, but what still further
weakened their position and decided their fate was the compro-
mising relation with heretics of the rationalist trend and a close
association with the political opponents of the government. Nilus
of Sorsk did not live to see the outcome of the struggle and died
in peace. But Bassianus, notwithstanding his noble descent from the
family of the Princes Patrikeiev and his relationship with the
grand ducal house, was condemned by the ecclesiastical council
under the chairmanship of Daniel as a heretic, delivered into the